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<=" On December 17, 1959, The Legislative Reference Service of the Library of Congress sub- 
mitted to Congressman Henry S. Reuss (Democrat, Wisconsin) a study which the Congressman 


: had requested. The study was an analysis of a proposal for the establishment of a Point 4 Youth 


Corps —a program of enlisting young Americans to go abroad, not as soldiers, but as civilian 
government employees, to help people in the “less developed countries.” 


This was the first formal step toward the Youth Peace Corps which President John F. Ken- 
nedy established by Executive Order more than 14 months later — on March 1, 1961. 


A review of the chain of events between December 17, 1959, and March 1, 1961, gives an in- 


teresting view of the propaganda and pressure techniques of America’s leftwing internationalists 
who call themselves liberals. 


a with the rather massive study prepared by the Legislative Reference Service, Congress- 
man Reuss, on January 14, 1960, introduced a bill to provide for still another study. Mr. Reuss’s 
H. R. 9638 proposed an amendment of the Mutual Security Act (current name for the law author- 


izing American foreign aid programs) “to provide for a study looking toward a possible Point 4 
Youth Corps.” 


Mr. Reuss (one of our liberals who are outraged and embarrassed if anyone mentions the 
Christian orgins of American society) argued that a program of sending American youth abroad 
to help people in “developing countries” would be comparable to the work of our Lord and Sav- 


iour Jesus Christ who (according to Napoleon, as quoted by U. S. Congressman Reuss) “founded 
His empire upon love.” 


The 86th Congress in 1960 enacted the Reuss amendment to the Mutual Security Act, and the 
study “looking toward” a Youth Peace Corps was ordered. The job was farmed out to the Colo- 
tado State University Research Foundation, under the direction of Maurice L. Albertson. 


0. June 15, 1960, Senator Hubert Humphrey (Democrat, Minnesota) introduced, in the 
Senate, S 3675, which he described as, 
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“...a bill to establish a Peace Corps of Amer- 
ican young men to assist the peoples of the under- 
developed areas of the world to learn the basic 
skills necessary to combat poverty, disease, illit- 


eracy, and hunger.” 


The twisted and tortured thinking which char- 
acterizes modern “liberalism” in America is clas- 
sically illustrated by Humphrey’s speech to the 
Senate about his Peace Corps Bill. Humphrey 
said: 

“I realize that the introduction of this bill is 
very late in the session. I wanted the bill to be 
printed and appropriately referred so that it 
could be the subject of discussion and the sub- 
ject of intensive study during the coming months, 
prior to the convening of the first session of the 


87th Congress. It is my hope I may be here to 
further the objectives of the bill.” 


l: other words, the first purpose to be served 
was not, as Humphrey stated, to uplift the world, 
but to create a political-propaganda issue for 
Humphrey: he was standing for re-election in 
1960 and wanted something to ‘prove’ to Min- 
nesotans that he is devoted to ‘peace.’ 


Humphrey said he applauded the “vision and 
statesmanship” which Congressman Reuss dis- 
played in introducing the bill ordering a study 
“looking toward” a Youth Peace Corps. He said, 
however, that he did not think we ought to wait 
for a study. 


_ ee assured the Senate that his Peace 
Corps bill is an anti-communist measure — that 
is, essential to save all backward nations from 
communism: 


“One of the most explosive situations today is 
that the rich nations are getting richer and the 
poor nations are getting poorer . . . . The peoples 
of the undeveloped countries have seen our mag- 
azines and our movies, and they say, ‘Why cannot 
we live like that? ...’ 


“In this type of situation, communism can 
often look attractive. It is for this reason that 
we must offer them a suitable alternative.” 


Vet in the next sentence, Senator Humphrey 


assured the Senate that his bill is mot an anti- 
communist measure: 


“And yet, Mr. President, I wish to make it 
very clear that the bill I am introducing is not 
meant primarily as an anti-communist measure.” 


Thiers explained this by labeling himself 
and his ilk as men of “imagination and boldness” 
who have “elevating visions” of what the world 
and mankind ought to be, and who are making 
“creative efforts” to establish the heaven on earth 
which they behold in their visions, and which 
God failed to establish. 


Oddly enough, the same liberals who justify our 
aid to foreign nations by saying that we are grow- 
ing richer all the time (and, thus, making the rest 
of the world envy and hate us) justify their pro- 
grams for domestic socialism (area redevelop- 
ment, extension of unemployment compensation, 
socialized medicine, and so on) by saying that 
we are growing poorer all the time. 


Riticine the operations of his proposed Youth 
Peace Corps, Senator Humphrey said the Ameri- 
can youth who will go abroad to save the world 
should be enlisted for a minimum of three years 
of service. During their first year, they would not 
do any world-saving or uplifting: they would 
spend all of their time getting trained for that 
mission: 


“The term of enlistment would be 3 years. The 
first year would consist of an intensive area and 
language-study program. Members of the corps 
will learn from Government officials, foreign 
lecturers, and members of the academic commun- 
ity about the economic, social, cultural, and poli- 
tical factors of the particular areas where they 
will be stationed. 


“Further, they will receive a thorough ground- 
ing in American public policy and contemporary 
thought .... 


“Finally, the members will undergo an inten- 
sive language training in the particular tongue 
of the area in which they are to serve... . 


“The year’s orientation is a most essential part 
of the whole program. It would be better not to 
have the program at all than to send out people 
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who are ill-prepared and unfamiliar with the 
job which lies ahead.” 


l; there is anything anywhere more preposter- 
ous than this melange of gobbledygook, it has 
escaped my attention. In one year, young college 
students who (it can reasonably be assumed, con- 
sidering the kind of education most of our young 
people get in schools and colleges today) know 
practically nothing about the basic principles of 
their own society, or the real history of their own 
nation, or the reasons for its growth to greatness 
—are going to get a “thorough grounding in 
American public policy and contemporary 
thought” from the very people who are respon- 
sible for the contemporary widespread ignorance 
about Americanism. They are going to learn all 
about the complex economic, social, cultural, and 
political factors of ancient and primitive societies 
which don’t understand themselves. They are go- 
ing to master a difficult foreign tongue—actually, 
as Senator Humphrey emphasizes, acquire a fluent 
speaking knowledge of it. 


All of this in one year! 


As Humphrey says of himself and his kind: he 
does have visions! 


Great Debate 


Biiictsees’s bill provided that the three-year 
enlistment in his Youth Peace Corps would be 
“considered as fulfilling peace-time military ob- 
ligations except for Reserve requirements,” and 
that the salaries would be roughly equivalent to 
those paid enlisted personnel in the armed forces. 


This was the one proviso of Humphrey’s Youth 
Peace Corps bill which became “controversial,” 
as between modern Republicans and new-deal 
Democrats. 


I. a campaign speech at San Francisco on No- 
vember 2, 1960, Senator John F. Kennedy pro- 
posed a Youth Peace Corps virtually identical 
with that outlined in Senator Hubert Humphrey’s 
Senate Bill 3675. 


Characteristically, Vice-President Richard 


Nixon criticized Kennedy’s proposal, not because 
it was fundamentally wrong and absurd, but be- 
cause of the provisions which would make it a 
substitute for military service. 


Thus, the “battle” over a Youth Peace Corps, 
between modern Republicans (who, in general 
terms, are supposed to be “Conservative”) and 
new-deal Democrats (who shrilly boast of being 
‘liberal’) was pitched not on the grounds of 
whether we should or should not have such a 
Corps — but on the grounds of what kind we 
should have. 


The day after Kennedy’s San Francisco speech, 
and Nixon’s criticism of it, the Democratic Chair- 
man of a Senate Committee released some testi- 
mony to prove that the Eisenhower administration 
was actually in favor of a Peace Corps like the 
one proposed by Kennedy. 


On November 3, 1960, the Senate Subcommit- 
tee on National Policy Machinery, released testi- 
mony which had been made in closed session in 
June, 1960. The testimony was given by Robert R. 
Bowie, who was head of the State Department’s 
Policy Planning Staff under John Foster Dulles, 
and who (even after leaving the State Department 
to become Director of the Center for International 
Affairs at Harvard) continued as a close adviser 
to Secretary of State Christian A. Herter. Mr. 
Bowie's testimony disclosed that the Eisenhower 
State Department had for some time been “con- 
sidering” a Foreign Service Corps of Technical 
Assistants. 


Thus, if the American people paid any atten- 
tion at all, they could have been nothing but con- 
fused by the Great Debate during the 1960 presi- 
dential election campaign over a Youth Peace 
Corps. 


Task Forces and Blackmail 


: F. Kennedy no doubt knew about the 
Youth Peace Corps “study” which the Legislative 
Reference Service of the Library of Congress 
made for Congressman Reuss in December, 1959. 
He no doubt knew that Reuss’s bill authoriz- 
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ing another “study” had passed and that the 
study was under way at Colorado University. 
Moreover (since, on November 3, he had already 
recommended a Youth Peace Corps, without even 
waiting for the official study then being made) 
Kennedy evidently agreed with Senator Humphrey 
that we should not wait for any more “studies.” 
Nonetheless, President-elect Kennedy set a task 
force to preparing a special study about the Youth 
Peace Corps. The task force was Max Millikan, 
Director of the Center for International Studies 
at Massachusetts Institute of Technology. 


On January 7, 1961, Mr. Millikan made his re- 
port to President-elect Kennedy. The report, na- 
turally, endorsed the Youth Peace Corps idea 
and urged Kennedy to “assert strong leadership” 
in seeking money for this and other programs de- 
signed to promote world peace by giving Ameri- 
can aid to foreigners. The report disagreed with 
the existing Kennedy - Humphrey proposal that 
service in the Peace Corps should be considered a 
substitute for military service. 


Thus the Millikan ‘task force’ report was head- 
lined as a “considerable” “‘toning-down” of Ken- 
nedy’s original Youth Peace Corps proposal. That 
made all ‘conservatives’ feel comfortable and safe: 
Young John, after all, wasn’t going to be quite 
as wild and extreme as they had feared! 


I. his State of the Union Message, January 30, 
1961, President Kennedy touched on the Youth 
Peace Corps lightly, avoiding the “controversial” 
question of whether the young world-savers 
should or should not be exempt from the draft. 
President Kennedy mentioned the “reservoir of 
dedicated men and women” on our college cam- 
puses, who are itching to fight for world peace, 
and said: 

“We can mobilize this talent through the for- 
mation of a National Peace Corps, enlisting the 
services of all those with the desire and capacity 


to help foreign lands meet their urgent needs for 
trained personnel.” 


That was all; but that was enough: folks knew 
the President was still in there pitching, and that 
he had proven himself a reasonable young man 


willing to ‘modify’ his proposals under criticism, 
and that, therefore, somehow, we would have 
some kind of Youth Peace Corps to create uni- 
versal bliss. 


0. February 28, 1961, Senator Hubert Hum- 
phrey (now re-elected as a fighter for world 
peace) spoke to the Senate once again about a 
Youth Peace Corps. Mr. Humphrey, who, in 
June the year before, had expressed impatience 
at waiting for any more studies, said he had 
“been anxiously awaiting the issuance” of the 
study being made by the Colorado State Univer- 
sity Research Foundation. 


Mr. Humphrey said that although the Founda- 
tion had not yet released a fw// report, it had just 
released a preliminary report; and he inserted the 
“preliminary” report in the Congressional Record 
— filling almost four full pages of fine print, and 
revealing that a, 


“Youth Peace Corps is both advisable and 
practicable and would serve the national inter- 
est.” 


Here are passages from Senator Humphrey's 
February 28, 1961, speech to the Senate about a 
Youth Peace Corps: 


“I have discussed this matter with .... Mr. 
Shriver (Sargent Shriver, the President’s brother- 
in-law) who has been in charge of the prelimin- 
ary activities on the part of the executive branch, 
looking toward the establishment of a Youth 
Peace Corps. I am happy to say that definite pro- 
gress is being made in the fulfillment of our ob- 
jective, and I am looking forward anxiously to 
the establishment of such a program. 


“I have withheld introducing new proposed 
leigslation this year (his S$ 3675 of June, 1960, 
having died with the 86th Congress) until I 
could ascertain the desires of the executive 
branch. However, proposed legislation can and 
will be introduced at the appropriate time with 
the cooperation of the executive officers.” 


Note: 


(1) A United States Senator who, under the 
Constitution, has legislative authority and re- 
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sponsibility, was waiting for the executive branch 
of government to tell him what legislation to 
introduce and when. 


(2) In 1960, it was, presumably, necessary for 
Congress to pass a new law before the executive 
branch could even order a study “looking toward” 
a Youth Peace Corps. Now, without even so much 
as a legislative proposal, the executive branch 
was already engaged in “preliminary activities,” 
and making “definite progress” in establishing 
a Youth Peace Corps. Indeed, the President had 
already appointed his brother-in-law to direct an 
agency which Congress had not yet created. 


(3) Senator Humphrey—eight months before, 
so hot to introduce Youth Peace Corps legisla- 
tion that he couldn’t even await the official study 
(for which he had voted) — was now happy to 
withhold proposed legislation, awaiting orders 
from the executive branch. 


The next day, reasons for this strange behavior 
become apparent. On March 1, 1961, President 
Kennedy (without even consulting Congress, un- 
less hugger-mugger conferences between members 
of the President’s “family,” official and personal, 
and people like Humphrey can be considered con- 
sultations) abruptly issued an Executive Order cre- 
ating the Youth Peace Corps. The President’s Ex- 
ecutive Order says: 


“By virtue of the authority vested in me by 
the Mutual Security Act of 1954... as amended 

. and as President of the United States, it is 
hereby ordered as follows: .. . 


“The Secretary of State shall establish an agen- 
cy in the Department of State which shall be 
known as the Peace Corps. The Peace Corps 
shall be headed by a Director... . 


“The Secretary of State shall provide for the 
financing of the Peace Corps with funds avail- 
able to the Secretary for the performance of 
functions under the Mutual Security Act of 1954, 
as amended... .” 


Dictate with the issuance of this Ex- 
ecutive Order, President Kennedy sent a special 
message to Congress, telling Congress that he had 
set the Youth Peace Corps up on a “temporary pilot 
basis,” and recommending that Congress enact 
legislation to establish a permanent peace corps. 


The technique—tried and tested, thoroughly 
unconstitutional and really quite viscious—is now 
clear: 


(1) initiate a lengthy propaganda campaign 
about the need to work for world peace, thus 
playing upon the deepest emotions of the people; 
(2) time it so that it becomes a campaign “issue” 
in a presidential election; (3) rig it so that “both 
sides” in the political battle will be for the pro- 
posal, but “fighting” over some superficial aspect 
of it; (4) obtain and publicize learned “studies” 
by the nation’s leading intellectuals, all of which 
are certain to endorse the proposal “enthusiasti- 
cally” and urge “speed” in its adoption; (5) ab- 
ruptly inaugurate the program by presidential 
fiat, without any congressional authority, draw- 
ing money which Congress has loosely and un- 
constitutionally appropriated for other pur- 
poses; (6) and then demand that Congress enact 
legislation to make the program permanent. 


Wace begins with a propaganda campaign, ends 
with a blackmail operation: The President has 
created an agency widely advertised as something 
to bring about peace for everyone and prosperity 
for those who don’t already have it—as some- 
thing which will reveal to the whole wide world 
(as, presumably, the hundreds of billions we have 
already given away abroad have not revealed) 
that Americans are a generous and peace-loving 
people. Now, if Congress does not enact legisla- 
tion to support our President in this his mighty 
struggle for world peace, we will lose face and 
unity; the “peoples” of the world (backward and 
forward, retarded and advanced, over-developed 
and under-developed, and others, if any) will 
thereby conclude that Americans are money-grub- 
bing warmongers who enjoy the knowledge that 
others are starving; and everyone in the universe 
will, therefore, turn to communism (which, pre- 
sumably, has not proven itself to be a bloody con- 
spiracy to enslave the world) ! 


How it Works 


I. his March 1, 1961, special message, President 
Kennedy explained how the Peace Corps will 
work. Heavy deletions are made, below, from the 
original text, because nine-tenths of the Presi- 
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dent’s message consists of tired old cliches about 
Mobilizing our Dedicated Human Resources in 
the Cause of World Peace and Decent Living 
Standards for the Backward Peoples: 


“The Peace Corps will not be limited to the 
young, or to college graduates . . . . But undoubt- 
edly the Corps will be made up primarily of 


young people as they complete their formal edu- 
cation... . 


“(Much) of the Peace Corps program will be 
carried out by . . . (private organizations and 
institutions), financially assisted by the Federal 
Government .... 


“In all cases men and women recruited as a 
result of Federal assistance will be members of 
the Peace Corps and enrolled in the central or- 
ganization. All private recruitment and training 
programs will adhere to Peace Corps standards 
as a condition of Federal assistance... . 


“Each new recruit will receive a training and 
orientation period varying from 6 weeks to 6 
months. This training will include courses in the 
culture and language of the country to which 
they are being sent, and specialized training de- 
signed to increase the work skills of recruits... . 


“Length of service in the Corps will vary, de- 
pending on the kind of project . . . generally 
ranging from 2 to 3 years. Peace Corps members 
will often serve under conditions of physical 
hardship, living under primitive conditions 
among the people of developing nations . . . 
They will receive no salary. Instead they will be 
given an allowance which will only be sufficient 
to meet their basic needs and maintain health. It 
is essential that Peace Corps men and women 
live simply and unostentatiously among the peo- 
ple they have come to assist. 


“At the conclusion of their tours, members of 
the Peace Corps will receive a small sum in the 
form of severance pay.... 


“Service with the Peace Corps will not exempt 
volunteers from selective service. 


“The United States will assume responsibility 
for supplying medical services to Peace Corps 
members and insuring supplies and drugs neces- 


sary to good health 


“It is hoped that within a few years several 
thousand Peace Corps members will be working 
in foreign lands . . . . The benefits of the Peace 


Corps will not be limited to the countries in 
which it serves. Our own young men and women 
will be enriched . ... They will return better able 
to assume the responsibilities of American citi- 
zenship and with greater understanding of our 
global responsibilities.” 


This is just the kind of snobbery — disguised 
as dedicated uplift— that appeals to wealthy 
young Harvard intellectuals and to nice young 
girls like Miss Sally Bowles (22-year-old daughter 
of Undersecretary of State Chester Bowles) and 
Miss Nancy Gore (23-year-old daughter of Senator 
Albert Gore) who are now working in the Youth 
Peace Corps headquarters at Washington, daily 
giving squeals of delight about the noble work 
they are doing. And it is just the kind of snob- 
bery which cannot possibly produce any beneficial 
result for anyone on earth except for communist 
propagandists, and which is doomed to spread to 
all corners of the earth the feelings of resentment 
and contempt for America that our assinine gov- 
ernmental programs have already caused. 


The young people who will put on their hair 
shirts and go on these organized and federally fi- 
nanced slumming tours to get their hands dirty and 
live with and teach and improve “backward” 
peoples — after a six-weeks or six-months train- 
ing period which will make them authorities (cap- 
able of teaching) on the language, culture, eco- 
nomies, and social and political systems of so- 
cieties older than their own nation—can any 
one doubt the ridiculous impression they will 
make? 


_ of the Youth Peace Corps estimate 
that it will cost American taxpayers from $5,000 
to $15,000 dollars a year to maintain each peace 
corps member abroad! Yet, they are going to live 
the same way the natives live! 


Discrimination Against 
Beachcombers 


Jubilant about enthusiastic world-wide recep- 
tion of his Youth Peace Corps move, President 
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Kennedy (on a TV program with Eleanor Roose- 
velt) on March 5, 1961, revealed that he may even 
send some of his young Youth Corps Missionaries 
into the backward and underdeveloped areas of 
the United States to help the people. 


I wish I could be on hand to watch if Miss 
Sally Bowles ever puts on over-alls and goes 
to live with a family of Missouri backwoodsmen, 
to teach them how to raise corn on a rocky hillside 
and cut railroad cross-ties in the heat of summer 
after crops are laid by! It would be even better if 
the President could get Frank Sinatra and Sammy 
Davis, Jr. to join up and then send them on such 
a mission. 


Kennedy “modified” out of his 
Youth Peace Corps plan the one provision that 
modern Republicans had made any issue of: ex- 
emption from military service. But there is a way 
to get around everything. 


On March 6, 1961, General Lewis B. Hershey 
(head of the selective service system) said that 
all peace corps members would probably be given 
draft deferments for the length of their service in 
the corps—and would probably be able to get 
further draft deferment after their service. 


Baigent Shriver, head of the Youth Peace 
Corps, explained that a volunteer who had served 
two years in the Corps would have to ‘‘do useful 
work” after his discharge, in order to get further 
draft deferments. Mr. Shriver indicated that he 
has a rather broad concept of “useful work.” He 
said: 


“If he became a beachcomber or something, it 
might be a different matter.” 


Voices of Dissent 


_ Kennedy, Senator Humphrey, and 
others have spoken ecstatically about how all the 
underdeveloped nations on earth want and wel- 
come the Youth Peace Corps. They got this infor- 
mation from the various learned studies which 
they ordered and which American taxpayers paid 
for. But, apparently, the experts missed a few 
people in “backward” nations when investigating 
to find out how badly they want our youngsters 


to come help them. 


0. February 27, 1961, U. S. Congresswoman 
Katharine St. George (Republican, New York) 
put in the Congressional Record a letter from a 
citizen of India, Mr. H. R. Vohra. Mr. Vohra 
said, among other things: 


“In the garden of Mr. Kennedy’s new ideas, a 
weed is growing. It needs to be eradicated before 
it takes deep roots. It takes the name of ‘Peace 
Corps.’ 


“As we, in India, may be at the receiving end 
of the project, perhaps you would like to have an 
Indian view on the subject . . . . This project 
can’t do much good, or promote much peace... . 


“When you have ascertained a felt local need, 
you would need to find an American who .. . 
not only .... (has) the ‘know-how,’ but also a 
psychological affinity with a strange new people 
who may be illiterate and yet not lack wisdom, 
who may live in hovels and yet dwell in spiritual 
splendor, who may be poor in worldly wealth and 
yet enjoy a wealth of intangibles and a capacity to 
be happy. 


“Would an American young man be in tune 
with this world he has never experienced be- 
fore? ... 


“He will, without much training, acquire re- 
pugnance for the people he serves. He won’t be 
there long enough to understand the deeper 
meaning of Indian life... . 


“There is, of course, much to do in India.... 
In small things, at least, we know what to do. We 
have people to do it, too. There is no shortage of 
manpower... . 


“One also wonders whether American young 
men and tender young girls, reared in air-con- 
ditioned houses at a constant temperature, know- 
ing little about the severities of nature . . . will 
be able to suffer the Indian summer smilingly 
and, if they go into an Indian village, whether 
they will be able to sleep on unsprung beds under 
the . . . sky, or indoors in mud huts, without 
writing home about it.” 


M.. C. C. Starr, RFD 2, Quakertown, Bucks 
County, Pennsylvania, wrote a letter which was 
published March 1, 1961, in the Shreveport, Louis- 
iana, Journal. Mr. Starr said: 


“Having read Alice Widener’s column, ‘Report- 
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er Urges U.S. Draft for Service Abroad,’ and be- 
ing in complete agreement with her thesis that 
this . . . ‘Peace Corps’ is a very dangerous and 
utterly un-American program, I was interested in 
a (newsstory in the New York Herald-Tribune, 
headlined) ‘PEACE CORPS PLAN LAUDED 
BY TOYNBEE — HOPES YOUNG PEOPLE 
WILL WED FOREIGNERS: 


“ ‘Arnold J. Toynbee, British historian, yes- 
terday applauded President Kennedy’s plan for 
a peace corps of young people to serve in foreign 
lands. 


“‘He said it was important that they should 
live the life of the people among whom they 
work — eating the same food, wearing the same 
clothes, and sharing the same living conditions. 


“ “I hope some of the young people will even 
marry the local people, especially if they are of 
a different race, because that wins their hearts, 


Mr. Toynbee said. 


“ ‘Ambassador Adlai E. Stevenson, appearing 
on the same panel, described this as “procreative 
diplomacy” and drew a laugh ....’ 


“I note that there is no suggestion that the 
brightest young people of Britain be siphoned 
off, and turned into a forced-labor battalion to 
go native all over the world, and lose all their 
inherited, national and individual morals and 
traditions!” 


“Do Americans want their children sent out 
to eat the food, wear the clothes (or no clothes!), 


and share the living conditions of every under- 
developed nation and tribe that some do-gooders 
and internationalists, who have long since aban- 
doned all individual and national principles, de- 
cide need their assistance? This is leveling down 
with a vengeance!” 


The people who want to send young Ameri- 
cans abroad as ‘teachers,’ are the ones who argue 
that we have a desperate teacher shortage in the 
United States. They who argue that American 
teachers abroad should live on a low economic 
level and get no salary, are the ones who say 
teachers in America must get federal aid so that 
their salaries will be high. 


If foreigners hear about this, won’t they accuse 
us of discrimination? Won't the teachers of Am- 
erican children feel hurt to know that the federal 
government considers them less dedicated to lofty 
service, without regard to money, than Americans 
who teach foreigners? 


The logic of liberalism escapes me. 


I hope enough Americans are as outraged as] @& 


am about this Youth Peace Corps. If so, they will 
compel Congress to repudiate the proposed per- 
manent Corps—and to enact a Joint Resolution 
forbidding the President to use one more penny 
of tax money on this scheme. 


WHO IS DAN SMOOT? 


Dan Smoot was born in Missouri. Reared in Texas, he attended SMU in Dallas, taking BA and MA degrees 


from that university in 1938 and 1940. 


In 1941, he joined the faculty at Harvard as a Teaching Fellow in English, doing graduate work for the degree 
of Doctor of Philosophy in the field of American Civilization. 


In 1942, he took leave of absence from Harvard in order to join the FBI. At the close of the war, he stayed 


in the FBI, rather than return to Harvard. 


He served as an FBI Agent in all parts of the nation, handling all kinds of assignments. But for three and a 
half years, he worked exclusively on communist investigations in the industrial midwest. For two years following 
that, he was on FBI headquarters staff in Washington, as an Administrative Assistant to J. Edgar Hoover. 

After nine and a half years in the FBI, Smoot resigned to help start the Facts Forum movement in Dallas. As 
the radio and television commentator for Facts Forum, Smoot, for almost four years spoke to a national audience 


giving both sides of great controversial issues. 


In July, 1955, he resigned and started his own independent program, in order to give only one side — the 
side that uses fundamental American principles as a yardstick for measuring all important issues. 


If you believe that Dan Smoot is ae effective tools for those who want to think and talk and write on 


the side of freedom, you can help immensely 
Smoot Report. 


y subscribing, and encouraging others to subscribe, to The Dan 


Page 88 


| 
| 

| 
| 


